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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed October 30, 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

2. Applicant argues, in reference to the objection to the specification, that the term 
"computer-readable media" is supported by the specification and is well-known in the 
art. However, examiner notes that "computer-readable media" could read on any 
number of media, both tangible (such as CDs and flash memory) and intangible (such 
as a signal). Without any guidance from applicant's specification, examiner cannot 
determine what kind of media would be encompassed by the term. See MPEP 
608.01 (o), which clearly states that "The meaning of every term used in any of the 
claims should be apparent from the descriptive portion of the specification with clear 
disclosure as to its import". 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1,2,4-11, 33, 34, 36-39, and 46, 
48-50, 52, 53, 55, 57, and 58-67 have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. 

Specification 

4. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for 
the claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1 .75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction 
of the following is required: There is no explanation of what comprises "computer 
readable media" as is claimed in claims 58 and 59. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



Application/Control Number: 09/942,761 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2628 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims 1, 2, 6, 7, 11, 58, 59, and 63 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Deo (U.S. Patent 5,973,612). 

7. As to claim 1 , Deo discloses a method comprising: 

receiving at a communication terminal from a remote terminal via a 
communication network a profile message (col. 2, lines 29-47; col. 10, lines 50-57; col. 
13, lines 28-49; a sender specifies characteristics associated with how a terminal should 
alert a user to an incoming page); 

parsing the received profile message to identify a plurality of profile fields 
corresponding to terminal operating characteristics, wherein the profile message 
comprises at least two profile fields that correspond to any of the following: a ringing 
tone field, a ringing volume field, an incoming call alert field, a message alert tone field, 
a keypad tone field, a warning tone field, or a graphic field (col. 1 1 , lines 25-51 ; fields 
exist corresponding to a ringing tone as well as a visual, which could read on an 
"incoming call alert field" or a "graphic field"; col. 12, lines 1-45 disclose the parsing of 
fields and the examples following are examples of how those parsed fields are 
interpreted); 
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storing information corresponding to tlie plurality of profile fields in the 
communication terminal (col. 12, lines 1-67; information corresponding to profile fields is 
stored in variables such as Object. NotifyMask.Visual, Object. NotifyMask.Audiolndex); 

identifying one or more user profiles stored in the communication terminal, 
wherein each of the user profiles corresponds to a set of user preferences and settings 
that control the operation of the communication terminal (col. 2, lines 29-47; col. 10, 
lines 50-57; col. 11, lines 14-18; col. 11, line 64-col. 12, line 15; a user sets up profiles 
that determine how a terminal should operate when certain objects are received); 

associating the group of terminal operating characteristics with a first user profile 
in the communication terminal (col. 10, lines 50-57; col. 11, lines 14-18; col. 11, line 64- 
col. 12, line 15; the incoming object is associated with a folder that describes the 
incoming object; the incoming characteristics are compared with a user-selected 
notification profile, reading on an association); 

and configuring the communication terminal to operate according to the received 
plurality of profile fields (col. 14, lines 6-12; a user may set up a profile to allow the 
received operating characteristics to control the device). 

8. As to claim 2, Deo discloses a method wherein the received plurality of profile 
fields includes a ringing tone and at least one graphical picture (col. 2, lines 48-56; 
audible alarm signals and melodies read on ringing tones, while a flashing indicator 
reads on a graphical picture). 

9. As to claim 6, Deo discloses a method wherein the profile message is received 
from a remote server providing promotional content (col. 10, line 64-col. 1 1 , line 5; a 
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remote provider automatically sends information regarding stock events; given that the 
term "promotional content" is very broad, it can be read as any event that promotes a 
product, and in this case, it is stock that is being promoted). 

10. As to claim 7, Deo discloses a method wherein the message is received from a 
remote server providing event driven content (col. 10, line 64-col. 1 1 , line 5; a remote 
provider automatically sends information regarding stock events). 

11. As to claim 1 1 , Deo discloses a method wherein the profile message includes a 
profile name label for the group of terminal operating characteristics (col. 8, lines 27-50; 
each group of characteristics has an associated "cap code" that labels the type of data 
being sent). 

12. As to claim 55, Deo discloses a method wherein configuring the communication 
terminal comprises creating a new user profile on the communication terminal based on 
the plurality of received profile fields (col. 10, lines 50-57; col. 11, lines 14-18; col. 11, 
line 64-col. 12, line 15; the combination of incoming characteristics and current set 
characteristics reads on a new profile). 

1 3. As to claim 58, see the rejection to claim 1 . 

14. As to claim 59, see the rejection to claim 2. 

1 5. As to claim 63, Deo discloses a method wherein the plurality of profile fields 
comprises a first field identifier corresponding to a first data type, and a second field 
having a second field identifier corresponding to a second different data type (col. 12, 
lines 50-60). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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16. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

17. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

18. Claims 4, 8, and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Deo in view of Smith (U.S. Patent 6,226,367). 

1 9. As to claim 4, Deo does not disclose a method wherein the plurality of profile 
fields includes at least one of a card defining contact information and a calendar note 
defining a date of an event. Smith, however, does disclose such information being 
stored (col. 10, lines 47-52; an electronic business card, or EBC, with contact 
information is stored). The motivation for this is to allow a user to take full advantage of 
caller ID and contacts functions (col. 2, lines 24-39). It would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art to modify Deo to store an electronic business card in order to enhance 
caller ID and contacts functions as taught by Smith. 
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20. As to claim 8, Smitli discloses a method comprising providing a display on the 
communication terminal allowing the user to discard one of more of the terminal 
operating characteristics from a received profile message after inspecting the plurality of 
profile fields included in the profile message (col. 10, lines 47-52; an option for storing 
an EBC is presented; if a user chooses not to store an EBC, the EBC is not saved and 
therefore discarded). Motivation for the Deo-Smith combination is given in the rejection 
to claim 4. It is noted that this feature further enhances the caller ID and contacts 
functions of a cellular phone/PDA/pager. 

21 . As to claim 46, Smith discloses a method comprising: 

after receiving the profile message, providing a display on the communication 
terminal to notify a user of the receipt of the profile message (col. 10, lines 40-52; 
characteristics such as an icon are displayed, alerting a user to new characteristics 
received); 

and receiving at the communication terminal user input indicating that the 
received profile message is to be saved on the communication terminal (col. 10, lines 
47-52; an option for storing an EBC is presented; if a user chooses not to store an EBC, 
the EBC is not saved and therefore discarded). Motivation for the Deo-Smith 
combination is given in the rejection to claim 4. It is noted that this feature further 
enhances the caller ID and contacts functions of a cellular phone/PDA/pager. 

22. Claims 5, 9, 33, 34, 37-39, 49, 53, 57, and 67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Deo in view of Park (U.S. Patent 7,1 58,805). 
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23. As to claim 5, Deo does not disclose that the plurality of profile fields includes 
bookmark information defining the location of a server document associated with a user- 
selectable profile. Park, however, discloses an update system with information such as 
a home page address (col. 9, see information item 10). It would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art to modify Deo to include a server document address as received 
information as taught by Park as this is simply combining a new piece of information into 
the structure of Deo. The invention of Deo would still perform the same way, but would 
display and store a document address instead of a tone or visual. One skilled in the art 
would recognize this as keeping in the spirit of Deo's invention, while substituting one 
piece of data for another. 

24. As to claim 9, Park discloses a method of creating an animation associated with 
a user-selectable profile with a plurality of individual pictures (col. 9, see information 
item 16 "moving picture"). See the rejection to claim 5 for the rationale of the Deo-Park 
combination. It is submitted that the same rationale applies to this claim, as an 
animation is just another piece of identifying data to be received. 

25. As to claim 33, see the rejection to claim 1 . 

Deo does not disclose updating the set of user preferences and settings of a first 
user-selectable profile to correspond to the received plurality of profile fields. Rather, 
Deo has preset user characteristics that are set to allow or disallow remotely sent 
characteristics to be used, but does not allow for storing a change in the actual user 
profile. Park, however, discloses updating of contact information (col. 3, line 47-col. 4, 
line 3; col. 4, lines 13-29; information such as office email address and phone number is 
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stored), which can read on updating the operating characteristics (phone numbers to be 
dialed, etc.) of a profile. The motivation for updating automatically is to take away the 
burden on a user to update the information himself (col. 1, lines 41-49). It would have 
been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify Deo to automatically update in order to 
reduce burden on a user as taught by Park. 

26. As to claim 34, see the rejection to claim 2. 

27. As to claim 37, see the rejection to claim 5. 

28. As to claim 38, see the rejection to claim 6. 

29. As to claim 39, see the rejection to claim 7. 

30. As to claim 49, see the rejections to claims 1 and 33. 

31 . As to claim 53, see the rejection to claim 2. 

32. As to claim 57, see the rejection to claim 55. 

33. As to claim 67, see the rejection to claim 63. 

34. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Deo in 
view of Park and further in view of Iran (U.S. Publication 2022/0069220). 

35. As to claim 1 0, neither Deo nor Park discloses producing a screen saver from an 
animation upon selection of a user-selectable profile. Iran, however, discloses a 
mobile terminal (p. 5, section 0060) that downloads news clips and animates them as a 
news ticker to be used when the mobile terminal is inactive, thus acting as a screen 
saver (p. 17, section 0142). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to 
modify Deo and Park to display a screen saver of received information as taught by 
Iran as this is simply combining pieces of data into an animation as is known in the art. 
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The invention of Deo would still perform the same way, but would use icons or pictures 
in succession to create a screen saver instead of just displaying a single flashing 
indicator. One skilled in the art would recognize this as keeping in the spirit of Deo's 
invention, while substituting one piece of data for another. 

36. Claims 36, 48, 50, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Deo in view of Park as applied to claim 33 above, and further in view 
of Smith. 

37. As to claim 36, see the rejection to claim 4. 

38. As to claim 48, see the rejection to claim 46. Neither Deo nor Smith discloses 
that profiles are to be updated, but Park does disclose this as stated in the rejection to 
claim 33. 

39. As to claim 50, see the rejection to claim 46. 

40. As to claim 52, see the rejection to claim 8. 

41 . Claims 60-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Deo in view of Beaton (U.S. Patent 6,442,263). 

42. As to claim 60, Deo does not expressly disclose using SMS messages as profile 
messages. Beaton, however, does disclose using SMS messages to transfer profile 
data, such as EBC (electronic business card) data (col. 11, lines 12-21). The motivation 
for using SMS in this manner is that SMS is an error-free, guaranteed delivery system 
for point-to-point messages (col. 4, line 58-col. 5, line 13). It would have been obvious 
for one skilled in the art to modify Deo to use SMS to transfer profile information in order 
to guarantee delivery as taught by Beaton. 
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43. As to claim 61 , Beaton discloses a method wherein the profile message 
comprises a plurality of concatenated SMS messages (col. 4, line 58-col. 5, line 13; 
profile messages too large for one SMS message can be concatenated into multiple 
messages). 

44. As to claim 62, Beaton discloses a number of fields for EBC data (see fig. 18b for 
instance) in an SMS, but does not disclose how they would be separated. While the 
claim recites using "line feed characters" to separate, it is noted by examiner that there 
is no disclosed criticality in applicant's specification to using such characters to separate 
fields. It is noted by examiner that the choice of a line feed character appears to be a 
matter or design choice and that the invention would perform just as well using some 
other character as a separation character. 

45. Claims 64-66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Deo in view of Park in view of Beaton. 

46. As to claims 64-66, see the rejections to claims 60-62. The motivation for 
combining Beaton with Deo and Park is similar to the motivation for combining Beaton 
with Deo described above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to AARON M. RICHER whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7790. The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays from 8:30AM- 
5:00PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kee Tung can be reached on (571) 272-7794. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Aaron M Richer/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2628 
12/23/08 



